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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

OFFICE MEMO 

Feb~~a~y 5, 1987 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

ROBERT P. MICKELSON 
Depu~y State Engineer 

JOHN LOUIS \LO£:) 
Corridor L~n ~ngineer 
Urban Highway Section 

Southeast Loop & Southwest Loop 
GRIC concerns 

The letter form the GRIC dated December 2, 1986 identifies the 
following as issues of concern: 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

These 
meetings 
re.sponse 

Location and type of local access points. 
Access to Pima - Chandler Industrial Park. 
Access to ?rice Road south of Pecos Road. 
Access to GRIC where freeway is offset from the 
reservation boundary. 

issues have been addressed in various coordination 
involving the GRIC. The following is a summary of our 

to these issues: 

Location and Tyoe of Access Points 

~he following access points have been agreed upon by both the 
GRIC and the City of Phoenix. These were again confirmed in a 
December 9 meeting with GRIC representatives. 

TI at 51st Avenue 
TI in vicinity of 35th Avenue 
TI at 19th Avenue 
TI at 7th Avenue 
TI at 7th Street 
TI at 24th Street 
TI at 40th Street 
Grade Separation at 48th Street 
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Robe~t P. Mickelson 
GRIC conce~ns 
February 5, 1987 
?age -2-

The following access points have been discussed in meetings with 
the GRIC and City of Chandler: 

Grade Separation at 56th Street 
TI at Kyrene Road 
TI or Grade Separation at McClintock Road 

There has been a general concurrence, but no firm commitment, 
these access points. The consultant has pointed o~t that a 
at McClintock Road may require R/W from GRIC and may not work 
all due to the proximity to the Price I Southeast Loop TI. 

Access to Pima - Chandler Industrial Park 

on 
........ 
l..l. 

a_t 

All concepts being considered for the I-10 TI maintain existing 
access to Maricopa Road and Chandler Blvd. A new additional TI 
is anticipated at Kyrene Road. We believe that access to the 
Pima - Chandler Industrial Park will be enhanced. 

Access to Price Road South of Pecos Road 

Directional TI concepts are being developed which allow for a 
direct through movement of the Price facility to the south. 
Projected development in this area, some of which should be 
reflected in the new MAG forecasts, suggests that such a 
connection may be desirable. It also seems logical from a 
continuity standpoint and would be beneficial if, at some future 
date, Price Expressway needed to be extended south. 

Access to GRIC where Freewav is offset from Reservation Boundary 

In meetings with the GRIC, we have pointed out that MAG funds 
can not be expended on arterial streets. Chandler has indicated 
in these meetings that they intend to construct the arterials to 
the reservation boundary. 

This is the first positive piece of correspondence received from 
Governor Antone; it might be appropriate to recommend a meeting 
with him to show our interest. To this point their staff has 
not indicated any desire o~ ability to help solve any access or 
drainage problem by obtaining R/W & granting it to us. 

JLL:ca 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
HIGHWAYS DIVISION 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

ROSE MOFFORD 
Governor 

CHARLES l. MILLER 
Director September 28, 1989 

Governor Thomas R. White 
Gila River Indian Community 
P. 0. Box 97 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 

Dear Governor White: 

THOMAS A. BRYANT, II 
Slate Engineer 

This letter is to update you on the status of the utilization of 
storm water runoff as an irrigation and recreation water 
resource in relation to the Gila Drain. 

Salt River Project has been requested to provide any information 
they have regarding the quality and quantity of water flowing in 
the Gila Drain. SRP has agreed to provide what information is 
available but to date, our consultant has not received this 
information a~d SRP has been unable to provide a date as to when 
they will have this information. 

I have instructed the Urban Highway staff to keep Ms. Dorothy 
Hallock of your planning staff informed on the progress of this 
study. 

GKR:GEW:vlb 

bee: Jim Patterson 
George Wallace 

:it;~&~ 
GARY K. ROBINSON 
Chief Deputy State Engineer 
Highway Division 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
206 South Seventeenth Avenue .Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

ROSE MOFFORD TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
Governor Jim Patterson 

CHARLES l. MILLER Chairman 

HIGHWAYS 

Director 

October 5, 1989 

Charles Miller, Director 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
206 s. 17th Avenue 
Phoenix, Az. 85007 

Dear Charlie: 

Andrew M. Federhar 
VIce Chairman 

larry E. Chavez 
Donald D. Denton 

Harold "Hank" Glatz 
Verne 0 . Seidel 
James A. Solo 

Thought you would be interested in the Conceptual Master 
Plan of the Gila River Indian Reservation area,,· south of the 
South Mountain San Tan Freeways. Specifically this 
indicates what they have in mind for their floodway 
greenbelts, golf course, . reservoirs, etc., in that 
particular area, and it could possibly be a great use for 
additional waters in the Gila Drain. 

Again, I think this is a project for this water that 
Chandler, ADOT and others with a common interest should be 
working very closely with the Tribe. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Gary 

AERONAUTICS MOTOR VEHICLE PUBLIC mANSIT ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
HIGHWAYS DIVISION 

ROSE MOFFORD 
Governor 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

October 30, 1989 

CHARLES L. MILLER 
Director 

Mr. James H. Matteson, P.E. 
Street Transportation Director 
City of Phoenix 
125 E. Washington St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Subject: South Mountain Freeway/7th Avenue Interchange 

Dear Mr. Matteson: 

THOMAS A. BRYANT , II 
State Engineer 

This letter is in response to your October 13, 1989 letter to Mr. Charles 
Miller regarding the removal of the 7th Avenue Interchange at South Mountain 
Freeway from the Department plans. 

Since the referenced T. I. was included in the Design Concept plans at the 
request of the City, the Department has no objection to its elimination. In 
order to accomplish this, however, two conditions must be met: 

Dedication of right-of-way for 7th Avenue and the well site near 24th 
Street will be required. These areas were excluded from the area 
purchased from the Foothills in 1988. These are highlighted on the 
attached drawing. 

A letter to the Department from the Gila River Indian Community stating 
their concurrence with the UDC proposal. Although they have indicated 
their position to UDC, numerous statements regarding restriction of 
access to G.R.I.C. lands made during the location study makes it 
necessary that they formalize their position in writing to the Department. 

Upon receipt of these two items and review by our Urban Highway Section, the 
Department can concur with your request to eliminate the interchange from the 
plans. 

Please contact George Wallace of the Urban Highway Section if you have any 
questions regarding this matter. 

RG:GEW:nb 

Attachment 

cc: Charles Miller 
Thomas Bryant, II 

Sincerely, 

/'-~ ~ .-;~ ~ ~··"' ' 

;J(: et~~ 
ROSENDO GUTIERREZ / 
Urban Highway Engineer 

HIGHWAYS • AERONAUTICES • MOTOR VEHICLE • PUBLIC TRANSIT • ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES • TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

ROSE MOFFORD 
Governor 

CHARLES L. MILLER 
Director 

Governor Thomas R. White 
Gila River Indian Community 
P. o. Box 97 
Sacaton, AZ 85247 . 

Dear Governor White: 

HIGHWAYS DIVISION 
206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

February 16, 1990 
THOMAS A. BRYANT. II 

State Engineer 

As we discussed at our meeting January 11, 1990 1 am enclosing a copy of the 
Final Gila Drain Alternative Study for your use. 

Please feel free to call me if you have any questions. 

RG:GEW:mc 

Enclosure 

s;g~2?-
ib~~NDO GUTIERREZ 
Urban Highway Engin~ 
Urban Highway Section 
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ROSE MOFFORO , 
Governor 

CHARLES l. MILLER 
Director 

Mr. Cecil Antone 
Program Administrator 
Gila Indian River Community 
P. 0. Box 398 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 

RE: Price/Santan Freeways 
TRACS No. H2222 OlD 

Dear Mr. Antone: 

HIGHWAYS DIVISION 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

March 21, 1990 THOMAS 1\ llflY 1\N 1.11 
Sl;otc Enr~inccr 

The Arizona Department of Transportation respectfully requests to be placed on the 
agenda for the April 4, 1990 meeting of the Tribal Council. 

The agenda item will be a presentation of the General Plan for the Santan Freeway 
between the vicinity of 56th Street and Dobson Road, and Price Expressway from 
Pecos Road to Ray Road. 

The Department's consultant, HDR Engineering, Inc., has refined the highway design 
that was developed in the August 1988 design concept report. There is no 
significant change from the design concept report, however, the design has been 
improved. 

Access to the Santan Freeway from the Gila River Indian Community continues to be 
provided at Kyrene Road, McClintock Drive and Country Club Way. 

ADOT will also have representatives from HDR at the meeting to respond to any 
questions. Please call me at 255-7545 to advise of the time we should be present 
for the meeting. 

Also, per your request at our staff ptesentation on Tuesday, March 20, 1990 I am 
enclosing one copy of Volume I - Main Report of the Hydrology Study performed by 
HDR Engineering, Inc., and one blueline copy each of sheets 4 of 5 and 5 of 5 of 
the study depicting approximate detention basin locations, sizes, depths, etc., 
along Price Expressway and the Santan Freeway between Price Road and approximately 
56th Street. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

EncJosures 

Sincerely, 

J:JJ~'JY f::(~Jzl/€'< r.~/ 
GEORGE E. WALLACE, P. E. 
Corridor Engineer 
Urban Highway Section fmill.ff\ 

\!?;JI 
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ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
HIGHWAYS DIVISION 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

ROSE MOFFORD 
XXXX>OOVM~XXXX 

CHAm_~~ ILLER 
Director 

James S. Creedon 
Acting Director 

October 19, 1990 

Mr. Lucius Kyyitan, Chairman 
Natural Resources Committee 
Gila River Indian Community 
P. 0. Box 97 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 

SUBJECT: Gila Borderlands Concept 
Greenbelt Channel Proposal 

Dear Mr. Kyyitan: 

THOMAS A. BRYANT,!! 
State Engineer 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) respectfully 
requests to be placed on the agenda for the October 30, 1990 
meeting of the Natural Resources Committee. 

The agenda i tern wi 11 be a propos a 1 to implement a portion of 
the planned "greenbelt" channel shown in the Gila Borderlands 
Conceptual Master Plan by utilizing the channel as a borrow 
source for construction of the South Mountain Freeway. This 
proposal would be under essentially the same terms as the 
agreement the Community currently has with Pinal County for the 
Maricopa Road project. As a part of this proposal, ADOT will 
also request permission to discharge stormwater collected along 
the future Price Expressway and Santan Freeway into the 
improved "greenbelt" channel. 

The Department's consultant, HDR Engineering, Inc. has 
investigated the use of the Gila Floodway (the location of the 
"greenbelt" channel) as a potential stormwater outfall for the 
Price and Santan Freeways. The Gila Floodway is the historical 
path this water takes to the Gila River. We propose to use the 
excavated floodway to maintain the historical outfall of this 
runoff and convey this water to the proposed marshland and 
reservoir shown in the Gila Borderlands plan. 

HIGHWAYS • AERONAUTICES • MOTOR VEHICLE •· PUBLIC TRANSIT • ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES • TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
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Mr. Lucius Kyyitan 
October 19, 1990 
Page 2 

Our consultants will make a brief presentation to your 
committee and answer any questions you may have. Please ca 11 
me at 255-7545 to advise of the time we should be present for 
the meeting. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

GEW:mj 

cc: 

0745p 

Sincerely, 

- · /~ c:c~"/a.Lta~.Q/ 
GEORGE E. WALLACE, P.E. 
Corridor Engineer 
Urban Highways Section 

Cecil Antone, GRIC Land Planning 

ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

HIGHWAYS DIVISION 
206 South Seventeenth Avenue - Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 

FIFE SYMINGTON 
Governor 

CHARLES E. COWAN 
Director 

Mr. Cecil Antone 

Januarr 20, 1992 

Gila River Indian Community 
P.O. Box 398 
Sacaton, Arizona 85247 

Dear Mr. Antone: 

GARY K. ROBINSON 
Slate Engineer 

Enclosed find one fully executed copy of ADOT Joint Project 
Agreement 91-99 regarding the Arizona State University Study of 
the Gila Floodway, for your information 

The GRIC will be kept informed of the status of the Development 
of this project. Please feel free to contact me or Steve 
Martin at 255-7545 if you need any additional information. 

.GEW'! km 0059p 

Attachment 

cc: Lynn Acree, ADOT-ECS 

HIGHWAYS AERONAUTICS MOTOR VEHICLE 

Sincerely, 

~oe~~ 
GEORGE E. WALLACE 
Corridor Engineer 
Urban Highway Section 

PUBLIC TRANSIT ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
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Federal Regl :/Vol. 66, No. 77/Friday, April 20, 2l ./Notices 20345 

facilities they used and the services they 
received. The information collected will 
be used to evaluate current 
maintenance, facility, and service 
practices and policies and to identify 
new opportunities for improvements. 

Jacldyn J. Stephenson, 
Senior Manager, Enterprise Operations 
Information Services. 
[FR Doc. 01-9817 Filed 4-B-01; 8:45 am] 
BILUNO CODE 8120-08-P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement; 
Maricopa County, Arizona 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHW A), DOT. 
ACnoN: Notice of intent. 

SUMMARY: The FHW A is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
individual impact statement will be 
prepared for a proposed highway project 
within Maricopa County, Arizona. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kenneth H. Davis, District Engineer, 
Federal Highway Administration, 234 
North Central Avenue, Suite 330, 
Phoenix, AZ 85004, telephone (602) 
379-3646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHW A, in cooperation with the Arizona 
Department of Transportation (ADOT), 
will prepare an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) to study the proposed 
South Mountain Corridor in Maricopa 
County, Arizona. The proposed project 
will involve construction of a new 
multilane freeway in the metropolitan 
Phoenix area extending approximately 
25 miles from I-10 west of Phoenix to 
I-10 southeast of Phoenix to form a 
southwest loop. The proposed project 
will evaluate potential impacts to 
mountain preserve land, residential and 
commercial development, Tribal lands, 
cultural resources, historic roads and 
canals, Endangered Species, 
jurisdictional water of the U.S., air and 
noise quality, and hazardous waste. 

Improvements to the corridor are 
considered necessary to provide for the 
existing and projected traffic demand. A 
full range of reasonable alternatives will 
be considered including (1) taking no 
action; (2) using alternate travel modes; 
(3) limited access parkway; (4) major 
urban arterial with transportation 
system management improvements; and 
(5) a freeway. 

A Final State Environmental 
Assessment was completed for the 
South Mountain Corridor. At that time, 

a recommended alternative was selected 
and an accompanying Design Concept 
Report was complt;~ted in September 
1988. Due to the elapsed time and 
changed conditions tha~ have occurred 
since completion ofthese documents, 
new studies are reqllired. 

Letters describi.Dg the proposad action 
and soliciting comments will be sent to 
appropriate Federal, State and local 
agencies incl~(:)_ing the Envifonmental 
Protection Agency, U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers, Bureau of Indillll Affairs, 
Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Arizona State 
Land Department, Arizona Game & Fish 
Department, City of Phoenix, Town ?f 
Laveen, City of Avondale, and the Gila 
River Indian Tribe. Letters will also be 
sent to interested parties including; the 
Ahwatukee Foothills Village Planning 
Committee, Laveen Village Planning 
Committee and Estrella Village Plaiming 
Committee. 

A series of public meetings will be 
held in the communities within the 
proposed study area. In addition, a 
public hearing ~11 be h?l~. Public . 
notice will be given adVJSmg of the time 
and place of the meetings and hearing. 
A fonnal seeping meeting is planned 
between Federal, State, city and Tribal 
stakeholders. 

To insure that the full range of issues 
related to this proposed action are 
addressed and all significant issues 
identified, comments, and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 
Comments or question.S concerning this 
proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the FHWA at the address 
provided above. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.20S, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 • 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
progmm.) . . 

Kenneth H. Davis, 
District Engineer, Phoenix. 
[FR Doc. 01-9782 Filed 4--1!Hl1; 8:45am] 
BIWNG CODE 491~ 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration 

[Docket No. FMCSA-97..ZW1] 

Parts and Accessories Necessary for 
Safe OPeration; Manufactured Home 
Tires 

AGENCY: federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration (FMCSA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of intent to deny 
petitions for rulemaking; request for 
comments. 

SUMMARY: The FMCSA announces its 
intent to deny petitions for rulemaking 
from the Manufactured Housing 
Institute (Mill) and Multinational Legal 
Services, PLLC (Multinational) 
concerning overloading of tires used for 
the transportation of manufactured 
homes. Currently, these tires may be 
loaded up to 18 percent over the load 
rating marked on the sidewall of the 
tires, or in the absence of such a 
marking, 18 percent above the load 
rating specified in publications of 
certain organizations specializing in 
tires. The termination date of the rule 
allowing 18-percent overloading of 
these tires was originally set for 
November 20, 2000, but was delayed 
until December 31, 2001, to provide the 
agency time to complete its review of 
the MHI's petition to allow 18 percent 
overloading on a permanent basis. The 
agency has now completed its review of 
the MHI's data and believes that there 
should be no further delay in the 
termination date. The agency has also 
completed its analysis of 
Multinational's petition to rescind the 
final rule which delayed the termination 
date until December31, 2001, and 
determined on a preliminary basis that 
the petition should be denied. Denial of 
both petitions would result in 
trallSporters of manufactured homes 
being prohibited from operating such 
units on overloaded t;ires on or after 
January 1, 2002. 
DATES: We must receive your comments 
by May 21, 2001. We will consider 
comments received after the comment 
closing date to the extent practicable. 
ADDRESSES: You can niail, fax, hand 
deliver or electronically submit written 
comments to the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Docket Management 
Facility, Room PL-401, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590-
0001, FAX (202) 493-2251, on-line at 
http://dmses.dot.gov/submit. You must 
include the docket n11JDber that appears 
in the heading of this document in your 
comment. You can eXamine and copy 
all comments at the above address from 
9 a.m. to 5 p.m., e:t. Monday through 
Friday, except Federal holidays. If you 
warit us to notify you that we received 
you comments, please include a self­
addressed, stamped envelope or 
postcard. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMAnON CONTACT: Mr. 
Larry W. Minor, Office of Bus and Truck 
Standards and Operations, M~SV, 
(202) 366-4009, Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh 

South Mounta in Corridor Map 
~ 
·E Relidentiol 
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South Mountain CQrridor Study 
Facts, Questions and Answers 

A South Mountain Freeway was included in the Regional Freeway System plan that was 
approved by Maricopa County voters in 1985. A conceptual design and state-levd Envirorunental 
Assessment (EA) were completed in 1988. As presented in the ~ the freeway would connect 
Interstate 10 south of Phoenix with Interstate 10 west of the city, following an east-west alignment 
along Pecos Road, through the western tip of South Mountain Park, then north to Interstate 10 
between 55th and 63rd avenues. 

The north-south leg of the freeway would pass near the conununity of Laveen and through 
agricultural lands within the city of Phoenix. After it passed South Mountain Park and turned to the 
east, the freeway would pass through the Ahwatukee/Foothills community, following an aligrunent 
along Pecos Road. 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (AD01) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHW A) are conducting a new engineering and environmental study- known as an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) - that will examine a full range of alternatives to the concept 
presented in the 1988 EA. The potential social, economic and envirorunental impacts of each 
reasonable alternative will be studied, along with ways to lessen those impacts. 

CHRONOLOGY 

A brief history of the South Mountain Corridor, from its inception to the present is listed below. 

• 1983 -The Maricopa Association of Government (MAG) prepares planning studies for 
the Phoenix metropolitan area that identify corridors for an integrated freeway network. 
The South Mountain Freeway corridor is defined as a roughly two-mile wide corridor 
from I-1 0 near 51st Avenue, around South Mountain, to I-1 0 near Chandler Boulevard 

• 1985 -Maricopa County voters approve a half-cent sales tax to fund construction of the 
MAG Regional Freeway System. including a 22-mile free\vay connecting I-10 in Chandler 
with I -10 in west Phoenix. 

• 1988 -A state-levd Location/Design Concept Report and an Environmental 
Assessment are completed for the South Mountain Freeway, designating an alignment 
along Pecos Road and the Gila River Indian Community border and north to I-10 
between 55th and 63rd avenues. This refined copjdor is adopted by the State 
Transportation Board 

• 1994- Due to a funding shortfall, the Arizona Department ofTmnsportation (AD01) 
identifies 76 miles of planned freeways as ''uri.funded segments" and later drops some of 

South Mountain Conidot' Stluly FllCis, Questions and Answers (9120AJI) I 

( 

those segments from the sy~t~ 'Ih,e South MoUl1~Cor.ridotis designated for 
potential development as a tdilroad. · ' 

• 1996 -A con~ortium of private companies proposes to build the South Mountain 
Freeway as a toll road. The consortium would later withdraw its proposal, saying the 
project"\Va~ ~ot financiallyfeasible. The South Mountain Corridor remains a part of the 
MAG regiOnal Freeway System. out is designated as ' \mfunded." 

• 1999- ADOT .announces plans to accderate completion of the entire RegiOnal Freeway 
System by seven years to 2007. The accderation plan includes an unspecified portion of 
the South Mountain Corridor, which remains largdy unfunded. 

• 2000- In anticipation of initial construction of the South Mountain Freeway, the city of 
Phoenix conducts a local study of Ahwatukee/Foothills area transportation needs that 
includes an assessment of freeway options. 

• 2001 - ADOT begins preparation of a new Location/Design Concept Report and 
Envirorunental Impact Statement to examine a broad range of alternatives to the 1988 
South Mountain Freeway concept. 

ISSUES 

The first thing the EIS will be considering will be three questions posed by the US 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA): 

1. Why? What is the basic problem or deficiency with the existing situation and why is this 
a problem? 

2. Why here? Why is this problem or deficiency occuniog here and why is it important? 
3. Why now? Why does the problem need to be addressed now? What could happen if the 

problem was not addressed now? 

If a need is found to exist for a major transportation improvement in this cor#dor, the 
study then will move forward to consider all reasonable solutions, including the original freeway 
concept from the 1988 EA. 

QUESTIONS AND .ANSWERS 

The South Mountain Corridor Team has attempted to anticipate and answer as many 
questions · as possible i:egarding this study and the future of the corridor. Some questions cannot be 
fully answered until later in the study process. This document will be updated as new questions are 
asked and new infonnation becomes available. 

Has an alignment along Pecos Road already been depided? 

No. AlthOugh an alignment along Pecos Road was identified as a result of the 1988 EA, this 
study will start from the beginning and will consider all reasonable alternatives. 

Why is .ADOT conduCting a serorid environmental study? 

South Mountoln Comdor Study FllCIS, Queslions and Answers (9120AJI) 2 
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Much has changed in this area since the 1988 EA was completed. The new study is being 
conducted in light of new develbpment in the area as well as changes in design standards and 
envirorunental regulations and to qualify for federal funds. 

If the Pecos Road alignment is not a foregone conclusion, then why has 
ADOT purchased right-of-way along that alignment? 

ADOT began purchasing right-of-way in the corridor at a time when a specific alignment 
along Pecos Road had been identified and adopted. ADOT began acqlliring right-of-way to 
preserve the viability of the corridor and to minimize future relocation of homes and 
businesses. Should another alternative be adopted as a result of this study, ADOT can 
dispose of the land that has been acquired but is no longer needed. 

Will the filet that ADOT already owns right-of-way in this corridor influence 
the final decision? 

FHW A regulations do not allow the ownership of right-of-way to be a factor in the decision 
regarding the adoption of an alternative. 

Will ail alignment on the Gila River Indian Community be considered? 

Yes. The Gila River Indian Community is an active participant in this process. As long as the 
Community is receptive to alignments that might cross Indian lands, those alignments will be 
considered. However, if it were clearly indicated that the Community does not want and will 
not accept an alignment across its lands, consideration of such an alternative would no 
longer be considered viable Of productive. 

\ 
What !actors will be coL·sidercd in choosing an altemative? 

Many factors will be studied, including whether there is a need for a major transportation 
improvement in this area and the degree to which the original freeway concept or any 
alternatives would address that need. Other factors that will be considered include social, 
economic and environmental impacts, environmental regulations, relocating of existing 
homes and businesses, traffic projections, safety, constructability, cost and public concerns 
and preferences. 

What about truck trallic that might be generated by a new highway? 

One of the factors that will be considered in this study is the amount of truck traffic that 
would be genernted and its potential impact on the surrounding community. 

WiD the public have a voice in choosing an altemative? 

Yes. An extensive effort has been developed to keep the public informed of the progress of 
the study and to dicit public comment. Problems, concerns and preferences expressed by 
citizens will be factors in the ultimate decision whether to build or not to build a new facility, 
what should be built and where it should be located. 

South Mountain Corridor Study FIICIS, {lul!sdons and Answers (9/20AJJ) 3 

Will anything other than a freeway be considered? 
,· 

Yes, other alternatives will be considered. Among other things, the study will consider 
improving existing facilities, improving or expanding other travel modes and strategies to 
reduce travel demand. Tills study will examine not only the potential impacts of a new 
freeway, but also the consequences of building nothing. 

Is it PQSsible that nothing will be built? 

Yes. That is one of the options that will be studied. 

Would air, noise and visual quality be impacted by construction of a new road 
or freeway? 

A major purpose of this study is to determine the potential impacts on air, noise and visual 
quality and to look for ways to lessen those impacts. 

Will existing and planned trails be accommodated? 

Yes, to the extent possible. ADOT has historically made every effort possible to 
accommodate recreational trails. 

How might South Mountain Park be affected? 

Any impact on South Mountain Park would be subject to restrictions in federal law, which 
essentially says that no parkland can be used unless it can be shown that there are no feasible 
or prudent alternatives. 

How long wiD this study take to complete? 

Approximately three years. Ultimately, however, that will be detennined by issues and 
impacts that are discovered during the course of the study. 

When is something likely to be built? 

It is conceivable that construction could begin as early as a year after conclusion of the 
study. The actual timing of construction is dependent on the availability of funding and the 
priority assignment to the corridor by local, regional and state officials once the EIS has 
been eotnpleted. 

Is fUnding available for a Inajor transportation improvement in this area? 

Some money is cw:rendy available, but ADOT has not identified a source for the remainder 
of the funding that would be needed for a major transportation improvement. 

Why was the toO road proposal dropped? 

The toll road proposal was dropped for several reasons, including public opposition to the 
toll road concept and questions concerning the financial feasibility of the proposal. 

South MountJlin Conidor Study Facts, Questions tmdAnswers (9110/01) 4 
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Where would the corridor join I-10 to the west of Phoenix? 

The corridor would likely join I-10 somewhere between 43rd Avenue and 107th Avenue. A 
major putpose of this study is to look at other potential locations. 

Is it likely that construction of a new road or freeway would require the 
acquisition of existing homes or businesses? 

It is highly unlikely that a major transportation improvement could be completed in this area 
without acquiring some existing homes and/ or businesses. One putpose of this study is to 
determine the extent of new right-of-way that would be needed for each possible alternative. 

Isn ,t the real purpose of a South Mountain Freeway simply to act as a bypass 
to divert trucks from downtown Phoenix? 

The Phoenix Regional Freeway System was conceived to improve mobility in the region by 
increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow traffic, including truck traffic, to 
bypass already congested routes. 

How will planned improvements to State Route 85 affect this project? 

The effects of all planned improvements, including the upgrade of SR85, will be considered 
in the traffic analysis to be conducted as part of this study. 

How is an EIS different .from the EA. that was conducted in 1988? 

The 1988 EA was prepared in order to satisfy state requirements only. In order to make any 
resulting project eligible for federal funding, the new study will satisfy federal requirements 
and will have to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEP A). Under 
NEP A, an EIS is required for this project due to the potential of substantial impacts on the 
environment and surrounding communities. An EIS is different from an EA in that it will 
address in detail a number of alternatives to satisfy the transportation needs in the corridor. 

For More Information on the South Mountain Corridor Study: 

Project Information Line: 602-712-7006 

Website: www.dot.state.az.us 

Email: SouthMountain@dot.state.az.us 

Address: HDR Engineering, Inc., 2141 E. Highland Avenue, Suite 250 
Phoenix AZ 85016 

South Mountllln Corridor Study Facts, Quesdons and Answers (9120101) 5 
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December 15.2001 

:Mr. Anthony Villareal, Chairman 
Gila River Indian Community 
District 6 
P.O. Box 54 
Lave~ Arizona 85339 

Dear Mr. Villareal. 

h you suggested. I am submitting this letter as a. foonal request for you to allow our team to 
present an update on the South Mountain Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) at the 
next District 6 Community Meeting. or at your earliest convenience. 

The Arizona. Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration have given us the 
task of conducting an EIS in an area of the south and southwest Valley to explore the purpose and 
need and alternatives for possible transportation improvements in the area. The details of this study 
are explained in greater detail in an attached newsletter that has been distributed to approximately 
75,000 people in the study atea. This project is in no way associated with the past toll road study in 
the area, the 51 ot Avenue widening study conducted by Maricopa County. or the Truck Bypass Study 
conducted by Maricopa County. Our presentation and any questions that tnay follow should take 
no more than 30 minutes. 

Our team meets monthly with a Gila Rivet Indian Conununity (GRIC) Task Force assigned to 
monito.t this project led by Sandra Shade. Director of the GRIC Department of Transportation. 

Over the past several weeks our team has made presentations and answered questions at community 
meetings in Districts 4 and 7, the Elderly Concerns Group, the &rderland.s Task Force. and the I-
10/Pecos Road Landowners Association. 

Also, as we discussed, I am requesting your assistance in selecting someone who does not hold 
elective office to represent District 6 on a citizen's advisory group that we are assembling to help 
guide our wOtk on this project. And as we discussed, I hope that you will be able to recommend a 
candidate to us within the next two weeks. I would wdcome an opportunity to talk with you in 
greater detail about the purpose of this group at your earliest convenience. 

......... ~ 

HDR Engineering, Inc. 2141 E. Highland Ave., Sle. 250 Phoenbe AZ. 850115 
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If you have any questions about this please call me. Th.a.ok you very much for your time, Mr. 
V.tllareal. 

cc: 

Sandra Shade 
Mary Viparina 
Ralph Ellis 
Steve Martin 
Jack Allen 

--------------· ···-··-·- ··- ·· 

,fA Arizona Department of Transportation 
lntermodal Transportation Division 

/.\DOT 
Jane Dee Hull 

Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

Mr. David Folts 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

April 26, 2002 

Concerned Families Along South Mountain Loop 202 
3 407 East Cedarwood Lane 
Phoenix, Arizona 85048 

Dear Mr. Folts: 

Dick Wright 
State Engineer 

Thank you for your letter dated March 25, 2002, concerning several air quality and health 
questions that the Concerned Families Along South Mountain Loop 202 (Families) would 
like addressed in the South Mountain Corridor Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 
Victor Mendez has asked me to respond on his behalf. 

It is important to note that the Arizona Department of Transportation's (ADOT) South 
Mountain Corridor Study is in the early stages of development. ADOT and other 
stakeholders are evaluating the purpose and need to determine what transportation 
improvements within the study area are needed. Preliminary analyses indicate that a 
freeway option should be considered and alternative alignments are just now being 
developed. Further analyses and refinement of alternatives will be ongoing for another 
year or more. 

The twelve questions posed in your letter are very specific regarding data parameters such 
as, distance from the freeway, exposure time periods, and percentages of impacts to 
distinct groups, such as, "children" or the "average person". The project team will 
continue to research available literature and utilize any applicable studies related to 
freeway air quality that are geared to the highly specific parameters identified in your 
questions. We cannot, however, guarantee that ADOT will be able to provide definitive 
answers to your questions. 

"J!j 
'flit' 
2001 Award Recipient 
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Mr. David Folts 
April 26, 2002 
Page 2 

Typically, pollutants in vehicle exhaust are lighter than air and are quickly dispersed into 
the atmosphere. This also tends to be true for air pollutants from other sources. For this 
reason, vehicle exhaust is typically viewed as a part of a larger regional air quality 
problem and health effects are evaluated on a regional basis. The air quality analysis 
performed for the EIS evaluates the potential contribution of pollutants a proposed 
freeway makes to the regional air quality. The exception is carbon monoxide which is 
also evaluated for local impacts and this analysis will be presented in the EIS. 

Information regarding the health effects related to regional air quality in Maricopa 
County may be obtained from the Maricopa Association of Governments at (602) 254-
6300, the Arizona Department of Environmental Quality at (602) 207-2347 and the 
Maricopa County Department ofEnvironmental Health Services at (602) 506-6712. 

Sincerely, , 

'1VlacLj lfL{XlLLt/J!O 
Mary Viparina 
Senior Project Manager 
ADOT Valley Transportation 

MV/ta 

c. Victor Mendez 
William Vachon, FHWA 
Thor Anderson 

( 

C1 
/.\DDT 

July 12, 2002 

Chief Harold Hurtt 
City of Phoenix Police Department 
620 West Washington 
Phoenix, Arizona 85003 

Dear Chief Hurtt: 

Project Information: 602·71?£711~·" ' 

Website: www.dot.state.az.us 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) and Federal Highway Administration 
(FHW A) are conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and Design Concept Report 
(DCR) for the previously proposed South Mountain leg of the Valley's Loop 202 freeway 
segment. 

A consulting team led by HDR Engineering, Inc. has been hired to conduct this study. As part of 
an extensive public involvement effort we are working with a Citizens Advisory Team (CAT) to 
help guide this effort. This CAT comprised of citizens from throughout the south and 
southwestern parts of the Valley as well as the Gila River Indian Community. 

Based on the recommendation of City of Phoenix planning staff I spoke with Assistant Chief 
Silverio Ontiveros earlier this week and asked him to join this group to help us in this endeavor 
as a representative of the Laveen Village Planning Committee. He has expressed his initial 
willingness to do so but asked that I also forward this request to you to help ensure that there 
would be no apparent conflicts. 

This group meets on the fourth Thursday of each month in the evening. Meetings are generally 
· held at Vee Quiva on the Gila River Indian Community near Laveen. Assistant Chief Ontiveros' 
participation and perspective would be extremely valuable, both as a member of the Laveen 
Village Planning Committee and as a senior member of the Phoenix Police Department. 

If you have any questions about this request or Chief Ontiveros' role in this matter, please feel 
free to call me at 602.266.5556, Mary Viparina at ADOT at 602.712.7643, Thor Anderson at 
ADOT at 602.712.8637, or Bill Vachon at FHWA at 602.379.3646, extension 118. 

HDR Engineering, Inc. 2141 E. Highland Ave., Ste. 250 Phoenix AZ 85016 
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South Mountain Citizen's Advisory Team Letter 
July 12, 2002 
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CC: 
Assistant Chief Silverio Ontiveras 
Mary Viparina 
Thor Anderson 
Bill Vachon 
Amy Edwards 

''l Arizona Department of Transportation 
lntermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

/.\DOT 
Jane Dee Hull 

Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

Governor Donald R. Antone, Sr. 
Lieutenant Governor Richard N arcia 
Gila River Indian Community 
P.O. Box 97 
Sacaton, AZ 85247 

Re: South Mountain Corridor Study 

October 3, 2002 

Availability for Information Update - District 6 

Dear Governor Antone and Lieutenant Governor Narcia: 

Dick Wright 
State Engineer 

The South Mountain Corridor Study Team wants to keep you apprised of all Gila River Indian 
Community coordination and information sharing activities concerning this project. We have 
provided District 6 with a letter, copy enclosed, advising them of our availability to present 
information on status and activities of the South Mountain Study and we look forward to 
receiving their invitation. 

Sincerely, 

'~~CS~~~in~pcwW 
Project Manager 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

c: Mary Thomas 
Anthony Villareal 
Sandra Shade 
Project File 

Enclosure 

IJ ~zona •' 2001 Award Recipient 
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,t;t Arizona Department of Transportation 
lntermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007 

~DOT 
Jane Dee Hull 

Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

Mr. Albert Pablo 

October 3, 2002 

Chairman, St. John's Community Council 
District 6 
Gila River Indian Community 
P.O. Box 54 
Laveen, AZ 85339 

Re: Information on the South Mountain Corridor Study 

Dear Mr. Pablo: 

Dick Wright 
State Engineer 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is progressing on the South Mountain 
Corridor Study. Coordination and information sharing with the Gila River Indian Community is 
a high priority for both the Federal Highway Administration and ADOT. If desired, we are 
prepared to provide an information update of study activities to the District 6 Council and others 
as you may wish to invite. Our study team can provide information on the project history, recent 
activities and developments, as well as the next steps in the environmental review process. 

We would be prepared to present to you at the October 21,2002 Council Meeting or at your 
convenience. Please let me know if the council would be interested in such a presentation. I can 
be reached at 602-712-7643. 

Sincerely, . 

~lf¢i;~n~Lp (l))Jucu 
Project Manager 
Arizona Department of Transportation 

c: Mary Thomas 
Sandra Shade 
Anthony Villareal 
Project File 

-2001 Award Recipient 

fli1 
.400T 
Janet Napolitano 

Governor 

Victor M. Mendez 
Director 

Mayor Ron Drake 
City of Avondale 

Arizona Department of Transportation 
lntermodal Transportation Division 

206 South Seventeenth Avenue Phoenix, Arizona 85007-3213 

February 5, 2003 
Debra R. Brisk 
Deputy Director 

525 North Central Avenue 
Avondale, AZ 85323-1999 

RE: South Mountain EIS and L/DCR 

Dear Mr. Drake: 

Thank you for your letter of January 27, 2003, regarding the proposed alternatives to be studied for the 
South Mountain Environmental Impact Statement and Location/Design Concept Report. As you may be 
aware, we are completing the data gathering efforts for the corridor alternative development. Included 
in this effort was requesting suggested routes for the corridor from the public, the Citizens Advisory 
Team, potentially affected jurisdictions as well as from the technical team. This effort was undertaken 
per the National Environmental Policy Act and requires review of all reasonable and feasible 
alternatives. 

During the first few months of the project, we gathered suggested routes from the public. We compiled 
these routes and reviewed them, looking for similarities in intent as well as ability to meet the purpose 
and need of the project, which is improved regional mobility. Once we had reviewed the suggested 
routes, it was determined they represented eight corridor alternatives. We presented these corridor 
alternatives to the Citizens Advisory Team and the potentially affected jurisdictions during October and 
November of2002, including a meeting with staff members from the City of Avondale. During this 
series of meetings, a corridor alternative along lOih Avenue was suggested for review. The technical 
team considered this corridor alternative and determined to include it during this phase of the analysis. 

The project team is currently involved in gathering impact data for each of the corridors presented. Part 
of the impact data being considered includes compatibility with adopted general plans, impact on 
existing and proposed residential, industrial and commercial developments, and public/political 
acceptability. The basis for the public/political acceptability impact is the information shared by your 
staff during the jurisdictional meeting as well as the information presented by yourself in the referenced 
letter. Like the City of Avondale, other jurisdictions have expressed their concern related to certain 
corridor alternatives and all of this information, as well as other environmental and technical data, will 
be used during the corridor alternatives screening process. At the completion of this phase, the 
stakeholders, FHW A, and ADOT will determine which corridor alternatives will be carried forward for 
detailed analysis in the EIS. 
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. Marcp 21, 2003 

Ms. Jeanette Y annata 
Gila River Telecommunications Inc. 
Box 5015, 7065 W. Allison Drive 
Chandler, Arizona 85226 

ViaFacsimile: 520.796.7534 

Dear Ms. Y armata: 

Project Information: 602-712-7006 

Website: www.dol.state.az.us Email: SouthMountain@dolstate.az.us 

As per our telephone conversation I am seeking information to be used as part of the South 
Mountain Corridor Environmental Impact Statement study. 

We need to identifY the specific locations and addresses for existing and currently planned Gila 
River Indian Community (GRIC) Fire Department stations, Police Department stations, Public 
and Private/Parochial Schools, and Hospitals. The GRIC Executive Offices referred me to you 
as the person who could provide us with this information. 

Please call me ifyou have any questions about this issue, or if there is someone else that I should 
contact, or if there is anything else that I can do to expedite this request. 

Thank you very much for your help 

cc: Amy Edwards, HDR Engineering, Inc. 

HDR Engineering, Inc. 2141 E. Highland Ave., Ste. 250 PhoeniX AZ 85016 
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May27, 2003 

Arizona Sta DcpartmeDt ofTran:sportation 
A'lTN: :Mr. Bill Hayden, Special.Amstaut 
State ~s 01l1ob 
206 S. 1'1* Avenue 
Room lOlA 
Phocmx, Arizo.aa 85007 

RE: South MolmtaiD. Tn.nsponation Corridor Altemativc Screening Report. V etSion 
2.0/Mardl2~ Review and Comments 

.DearMr.H~ 

OA bchaltofb Tolleson .Ma,ar a Couucil11t0Wd like to tbaDk you and rhc South . 
l&nmrain Tran!p)ltation Coiricbr Tem~. for t:IJdD&· tbe timD to visit Tolleson OSl MatW. 
199 20Q310r the purpose of a1lowiag Tolk:loA an oppottuaiiy ra mmment em tbc 

. proposed aJn:matiw:s for the South Mountain !'leeway. 

bsioJWiy speaking, I ackaowledgc tbc .aced for • altgnmr:nt that DOt cmly moves lXaf6c 
but~ a1so Jagisti;ally placed. hol~WS'V'Cr., t1:xn are sta,ific:ant cakuza1, fin;mciat a:ar.t saciai 
.issues aud :IXJ"«!dal ud;aDcel eJanears that, :lo my opiajoo. mal:e A]leaM'tives #tl mS 1#3 
DOJl·~ within oar cily QOipo&G limits. A£ you wDl Rid. m tbiJ lcsUor, ~ 
1#2 aDd f3 are.. IIIII will be. vebeJDeatbr oppoted. by TollcsoD.. ToJJeson stnmJlY 
Rm*'I'IGS dull 1bc South Mouatain l'nx:way be located at its ori,pa11y p'lam:IDd 
locatiou, Alt=m~ #1. 

The Tollcsan C!""""micy would ODCC apia be' ~>' prejadiced by tbD 
exteas"'Jl of b South ::Moum:ain Freeway from Loop 101 U:ma ~ G ot «3. 
M ,au ate ·~ ToJlcaon is • san Ql!IAI@Dity ~ of six squap: ral1a. WtO 

mlk:s of which are carrent1y bisectm by 1-10. TbB GitbJrJDI of Tolleson are pre~ >mtra:ty 
H"~ eamiDg Jess m.n the awrap median iDcomD. Obvioasly, giw:a lbc ebD:;ats of 
our City aDd b citizcs. you can aec our asoliic:es ate· li1lzbd. The City' a ablJity to 
effecdvely protese the proposed alignments or of its citizens ta !ght t.bc ming of aDO~ 
freeway m their bac:kyards is also iimitccl Clearly., TollosoD ml its p:oud population 
bave beeD tbe victims of prcvio1ls hf&hway CODSilaedon. ToJJesoa.•& cidzeDS were the 1ut 
group to get a IOua4 wall aud the mbc prod;uc:iDg· eicvm:d ~of I-10 11114 Loop 
101 JD Tollt.son are receDE examplca of this b1ataat ase of the~ Wbllo 
rc:nne on tbc couocil aR claiming rhe shing of tbe South Mounrahl Freewny In Tolleson 


